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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6, 10-14, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sanchez-Frank et al ("Sanchez-Frank", USP 5394522) and Ohara et 
al ("Ohara". USP 6366300). 

Regarding claim 1, Sanchez-Frank teaches a method for configuring connections 
in a programmable device (server in Fig. 14) comprising displaying a graphical user 
interface (Fig. 2) enabled for said configuring of said programmable device; selecting a 
configuration presentation from said graphical user interface (selecting connection 
network presentation from pane 1 1 ; col 4, lines 21-24), selecting an input or output 
connection from said programmable device for configuration (selecting a device in 
selection pane 9); and selecting options for said input or output connection from a 
selection set presented in said graphical user interface (set of devices in pane 9). 
Sanchez-Frank does not teach that the output device is an output pin. However, such 
feature is known in the art as taught by Ohara. Ohara teaches a visual programming 
method which comprises configuring output pin icon (col 44, lines 32-34). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank 
and Ohara before him at the time the invention was made, to apply the configuration 
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method taught by Sanchez-Frank in Ohara teaching with the motivation being create a 
configuration interface for input or output pin connections. 

Regarding claim 2, Sanchez-Frank teaches that graphical user interface is 
tailored to a specific programmable device (connection in workspace pane 8 is changed 
upon selection of network configuration pane 1 1 ). 

Regarding claims 3 and 1 7, Sanchez-Frank teaches that said programmable 
device comprises a programmable microcontroller (inherent). 

Regarding claim 4, Sanchez-Frank teaches graphical presentation of a 
representation of said programmable device (see Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 6, Sanchez-Frank teaches selecting of an input/output 
connection comprises mouse-clicking a graphical representation of said input/output 
connection (the network administrator uses a mouse to select a device from pane 9; col 
4. lines 6-14). 

Regarding claim 10, Sanchez-Frank system for configuring input or output 
connections in a programmable device, comprising a computing device (workstation 
used by the network administrator; col 3, lines 55-57); a graphical display device 
communicatively coupled with said computing device (video display); a graphical user 
interface implemented within said computing device and presented in said graphical 
display device (see Figures 2-4); a graphical cursor control device (mouse pointing 
device; col 4, lines 6-8) communicatively coupled with said computing device and 
enable input commands (selection commands) to said computing device through said 
graphical user interface (col 4, lines 8-11); and said programmable device electronically 
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and communicatively coupled with said computing device, wherein selecting specific 
points (selecting configuration in pane 1 1 and selecting device in pane 9) with said 
graphical cursor control device on said graphical user interface results in configuration 
data being generated for said programmable device (configuration generated and 
displayed in pane 8) (see line 54 of col 3 to line 26 of col 4; also see Fig. 4). Sanchez- 
Frank does not teach configuring pin data. However, such feature is known in the art as 
taught by Ohara. Ohara teaches a visual programming method which comprises 
configuring output pin icon (col 44, lines 32-34). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank and Ohara before him at 
the time the invention was made, to apply the configuration method taught by Sanchez- 
Frank in Ohara teaching with the motivation being create a configuration interface for 
input or output pin connections. 

Regarding claim 1 1, in Sanchez-Frank teaching, since devices displayed in pane 
9 comprises integrated circuit, it is inherent that the specific points (selected device) 
relate to integrated circuit input or output pins. 

Regarding claim 12, Sanchez-Frank teaches that said computing device is a 
personal computer (workstation). 

Regarding claim 13, Sanchez-Frank teaches that said graphical user interface 
presents configuration information pertinent to said user input or output connections 
(see Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 14, Sanchez-Frank teaches said graphical user interface 
presents configuration options pertinent to said user input or output connections (user 
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can choose devices from device selection pane 9 and choose configuration from 
configuration and protocol definition pane 11) (col 4, lines 6-26; see Fig. 2). 

3. Claims 5 and 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sanchez-Frank, Ohara, and Black et al ("Black", USP 4952540). 

Regarding claims 5 and 7, Sanchez-Frank teaches selecting of an input/output 
connection comprises mouse-clicking a graphical representation of said input/output 
connection (the network administrator uses a mouse to select a device from pane 9; col 

4, lines 6-14). The difference between Sanchez-Frank and the claim in that the device in 
pane 9 is not organized as a cell in a tabular representation. However, such feature is 
known in the art as taught by Black. Black teaches a method for editing configuration 
parameters which comprise a list (tabular presentation) of communication parameters 
(col 4, lines 43-58). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having 
the teaching of Sanchez-Frank and Black before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank to include the 
tabular presentation of configuration taught by Black with the motivation being to enable 
the user to easily see configuration parameters from the tabular presentation (Black, col 
4, lines 52-54). 

4. Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sanchez-Frank, Ohara, and Bergeron eta! ("Bergeron", USP 6246410). 

Regarding claim 8, Sanchez-Frank teaches selecting of an input/output 
connection comprises mouse-clicking a graphical representation of said input/output 
connection (the network administrator uses a mouse to select a device from pane 9; col 
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4, lines 6-14). The difference between Sanchez-Frank and the claim in that pane 9 is 
not a pop-up window. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Bergeron. 
Bergeron teaches a method for accessing the contents of a database which comprises 
displaying a pop-up window containing data (col 9, lines 9-16). Since it is known in the 
art that pop-up window is used such that display region is not obscured, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank, 
and Bergeron before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank to include a pop-up window taught by 
Bergeron with the motivation being to not to obscure the display. 

Regarding claim 15, Sanchez-Frank does not teach that pane 9 is not a pop-up 
window. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Bergeron. Bergeron 
teaches a method for accessing the contents of a database which comprises displaying 
a pop-up window containing data (col 9, lines 9-16). Since it Is known in the art that pop- 
up window is used such that display region is not obscured, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank and Bergeron 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the configuration method 
taught by Sanchez-Frank to Include a pop-up window taught by Bergeron with the 
motivation being to not to obscure the display. 

5, Claims 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sanchez-Frank, Ohara, Bergeron, and Livingston (USP 6750889) 

Regarding claim 9, Sanchez-Frank teaches selecting of an input/output 
connection comprises mouse-clicking a graphical representation of said input/output 
connection (the network administrator uses a mouse to select a device from pane 9; col 
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4, lines 6-14). Bergeron teaches a metliod for accessing the contents of a database 
which comprises displaying a pop-up window containing data (col 9, lines 9-16). 
Bergeron does not teach data can also be selected from a drop-down list. However 
such feature is known in the art as taught Livingston. Livingston teaches a user 
interface apparatus for setting a plurality of target object which comprises a drop-down 
list containing data for selection (drop-down list in Fig. 4A). Since it is known in the art 
that drop-down list is used such that display region is not obscured, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank, 
Bergeron, and Livingston before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank and Bergeron to include a drop-down 
list taught by Livingston with the motivation being to not to obscure the display. 
6. Claims 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sanchez-Frank, Ohara, and Livingston (USP 6750889). 

Regarding claim 16, Sanchez-Frank teaches that pane 9 is a drop-down list. 
However such feature is known in the art as taught Livingston. Livingston teaches a 
user interface apparatus for setting a plurality of target object which comprises a drop- 
down list containing data for selection (drop-down list in Fig. 4A). Since it is known in 
the art that drop-down list is used such that display region is not obscured, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank 
and Livingston before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank to include a drop-down list taught by 
Livingston with the motivation being to not to obscure the display. 
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7, Claims 18-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sanchez-Frank, Bergeron, Livingston, and Ohara et al ("Ohara", USP 6366300). 

Regarding claim 18, Sanchez-Frank teaches a graphical user interface for aiding 
the configuration of a programmable device, comprising a device configuration window 
(window in Fig. 4), a user selectable output window (pane 9) in said device configuration 
window, a configuration table (configuration pane 11). Sanchez-Frank further teaches 
the selection options pertinent to the configuration of input or output connection (devices 
in pane 9) and selection options pertinent to the configuration of said input or output 
connections (configurations in pane 11) wherein said graphical user interface is enabled 
to accept user input commands (selection command) in the process of configuring said 
programmable device (col 4, lines 6-26). Sanchez-Frank does not teach that pane 9 is 
not a pop-up window. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Bergeron. 
Bergeron teaches a method for accessing the contents of a database which comprises 
displaying a pop-up window containing data (col 9, lines 9-16). Since it is known in the 
art that pop-up window is used such that display region is not obscured, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank 
and Bergeron before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank to include a pop-up window taught by 
Bergeron with the motivation being to not to obscure the display. Sanchez-Frank 
teaches that pane 9 is a drop-down list. However such feature is known in the art as 
taught Livingston. Livingston teaches a user interface apparatus for setting a plurality of 
target object which comprises a drop-down list containing data for selection (drop-down 
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list in Fig. 4A). Since it is known in the art that drop-down list is used such that display 
region is not obscured, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank and Livingston before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank to 
include a drop-down list taught by Livingston with the motivation being to not to obscure 
the display. Sanchez-Frank does not teach that the output device is an output pin. 
However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Ohara. Ohara teaches a visual 
programming method which comprises configuring output pin icon (col 44, lines 32-34). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of 
Sanchez-Frank and Ohara before him at the time the invention was made, to apply the 
configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank in Ohara teaching with the motivation 
being create a configuration interface for input or output pin connections. 

Regarding claim 19, Sanchez-Frank teaches accepting mouse-click commands 
as said user input (col 4, lines 6-14). 

Regarding claim 20, Sanchez-Frank teaches that said programmable device 
comprises a programmable microcontroller (inherent). 

Regarding claim 21 , Sanchez-Frank teaches graphical presentation of a 
representation of said programmable device (see Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 22, Sanchez-Frank teaches that said graphical user interface 
presents configuration information pertinent to said user input or output connections 
(see Fig. 4). 
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. Regarding claim 23, Bergeron teaches that said pop-up window appears when 
data item is selected (inherent). 

Regarding claim 24, Bergeron teaches that selection options in pop-up window 
are selectable by a mouse-click (col 9, lines 9-16). 

Regarding claims 25 and 27, Sanchez-Frank teaches configuration table (pane 
1 1 ) comprises selection options pertinent to the configuration of input or output 
connections (configuration options in pane 11). 

Regarding claims 26 and 28, Livingston teaches that said drop-down list appears 
when data item is selected and disappears when a mouse-click is made outside said 
pop-up window (inherent). 

8. Claims 29-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sanchez-Frank, Livingston, and Ohara. 

Regarding claim 29, Sanchez-Frank teaches a tool for aiding the configuration of 
a programmable device, comprising a device configuration window (window in Fig. 4), 
window comprises a list of selectable attributes for assigning input or output (pane 9) in 
said device configuration window, a configuration table (configuration pane 11). 
Sanchez-Frank teaches that pane 9 is a drop-down list (window displayed in response 
to a selection of data item). However such feature is known in the art as taught 
Livingston. Livingston teaches a user interface apparatus for setting a plurality of target 
object which comprises a drop-down list containing data for selection (drop-down list in 
Fig. 4A). Since it is known in the art that drop-down list is used such that display region 
is not obscured, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Sanchez-Frank and Livingston before him at the time the invention was 
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made, to modify the configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank to include a drop- 
down list taught by Livingston with the motivation being to not to obscure the display. 
Sanchez-Frank does not teach that the output device is an output pin. However, such 
feature is known in the art as taught by Ohara. Ohara teaches a visual programming 
method which comprises configuring output pin icon (col 44, lines 32-34). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Sanchez-Frank 
and Ohara before him at the time the invention was made, to apply the configuration 
method taught by Sanchez-Frank in Ohara teaching with the motivation being create a 
configuration interface for input or output pin connections. 

Regarding claim 30, Sanchez-Frank teaches cursor control device (mouse, col 4, 
lines 8-11). 

Regarding claim 31, Sanchez-Frank teaches cursor control device for providing 
selection (mouse, col 4, lines 8-11). 

Regarding claims 32 and 34, Livingston teaches that said drop-down list appears 
when data item is selected and disappears when a mouse-click is made outside said 
pop-up window (inherent). 

Regarding claim 33, Ohara teaches displaying output pins and pin names (see 
Fig. 36). 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/01/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to Applicant's argument that Sanchez-Frank teaching is different 
from input/output pins of a programmable logical device, it is noted such is not quite the 
case. 
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Sanchez-Frank's network (device) can be configured according to a program 
architecture described in fig. 6-20 (col. 6, lines 1-3); therefore, in a reasonable 
interpretation, Sanchez-Frank's network can be a programmable logical device. 

Sanchez-Frank does not teach that the output device is an output pin. However, 
such feature is known in the art as taught by Ohara. Ohara teaches a visual 
programming method which comprises configuring output pin icon (col 44, lines 32-34). 

Since both Sanchez and Ohara teachings are in the same field of visual program, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of 
Sanchez-Frank and Ohara before him at the time the invention was made, to apply the 
configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank in Ohara teaching with the motivation 
being create a configuration interface for input or output pin connections. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
Sanchez-Frank and Ohara, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
since both Sanchez and Ohara teachings are in the same field of visual program, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of 
Sanchez-Frank and Ohara before him at the time the invention was made, to apply the 
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configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank in Ohara teaching with the motivation 
being create a configuration interface for input or output pin connections. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
Sanchez-Frank and Livingston, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
since it is known in the art that drop-down list is used such that display region is not 
obscured, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Sanchez-Frank and Livingston before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the configuration method taught by Sanchez-Frank to include a drop- 
down list taught by Livingston with the motivation being to not to obscure the display. 
1 0. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Ofnce action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4057. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. John Cabeca, can be reached at 571-272-4048. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

703-872-9306 

and / or: 

571-273-4057 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for "INFORMAL" 
or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal paper / amendment 
be faxed directly to them on occasions). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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